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JFK: After 30 Years 

T he 30th anniversary of the murder of President 
John F. Kennedy, like most of its earlier 
anniversaries, revolves less around the char- 
acter and historical meaning of the assassinated 
president than it does on who assassinated him, and 
— again, like most of the earlier anniv ersaries — 
brings the nation no closer to a consensus on that 
question. Having exhausted all of the obvious and 
most of the not-so-obvious conspiracy theories, those 
who push them are now having recourse to the out- 
right obscure. Nevertheless, there at last appears to 
be some firm ground developing for the thesis that 
Lee Harvey Oswald killed Kennedy and that he acted 
alone — and this only 29 years after the Warren Com- 
mission reached the same conclusion. 

The m^jor support for the Oswald -as-Lone- Assas- 
sin theory is a book by Gerald Posner published this 
fall and entitled “Case Closed/’ The title tells you 
most of what you need to know. Mr. Posner’s work is 
largely a biography of Oswald, and he shows per- 
suasively that Oswald was sympathetic to commu- 
nism from the age of 15 and that he was governed 
by a violent and neurotic personality. That, of course, 
does not prove he killed Kennedy, but it does con- 
tradict the characterization of Oswald that conspir- 
acy buffs have been forced to concoct 
Oswald himself told the press that he didn’t kill 
anyone, that he "was just a patsy,” and building on 
that claim, the conspiracy industry has tried to show 
that he was not a communist but some kind of 
“agent” for “U.S. intelligence” and was involved in 
provocations against Cuban communists. By so char- 
acterizing him, the conspiratologists can have it both 
ways: If Oswald killed Kennedy, they can blame it on 
“US intelligence”; if he didn't kill Kennedy, “US 
intelligence” still killed him and blamed it on Oswald. 
It will be noted that the real villain in either r^ ase is 
“U.S intelligence,” and that, of course, reveals the 
political agenda behind most of the conspiracy the- 
ories. 

But if Oswald was a communist then those theo- 
ries pretty much fall apart Why would any US intel- 
ligence service make use of a committed communist 
to spy on and provoke other communists? And in fact 
there is no evidence that Oswald was such an agent 
Then there is the response of national leaders after 
the assassination, as discussed in the three-part 
series by Walter Pincus and George Lardner Jr. in 
The Washington Post last week. If the series proves 
anything, it is that Lyndon Johnson and a good many 
other national leaders suspected a communist con- 
spiracy to kill Kennedy and that if there was any con- 
spiracy at all, it was by these same leaders to deflect 
or outright suppress such suspicions through the 
Warren Commission. 
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But the fact that American leaders, including those 
of the intelligence community in the FBI and CIA, 
suspected a communist conspiracy shows that they 
were not themselves involved in the assassination. 
That in itself disposes of the Oliver Stone “coup 
dtetat” theory in his film “JFK.” Mr. Stonefc theory, the 
most elaborate to date, holds that these same leaders 
were behind the assassination because Kennedy 
planned to pull out of Vietnam and let it go commu- 
nist 

_ Finally, there is a good bit of technical evidence that 

either fails tn <^i^in fh rnn^pirary rhpnnpg rJT 
-Points again to Oswald. Indeed, one of the less exhil- 
~aratin £ aspects of state-of-the art conspiracy theory 
these days is that it is so technical You now need to 
know about things like neutrino analysis and the 
anatomical pathology of bullet wounds, and Mr. Pos- 
ner as well as others have now built strong cases that 
the technical evidence, based on scientific procedures 
not available at the time of the Warren Commission 
or even the 1978 House Assassinations Committee 
investigation, does not bear out more than one gun- 
man and in fact points to Oswald himself. 

Which is where we came inJJay ald’s gmit, in ret- 
rospect. is fairly obvious-H e was_a t the scene of the 
crime; he fled the scene shortly after the crime; he 
^resisted arrest the murder weapon belonged tolum; 
_g& J)n such circumstantial grounds alone, a com- _ 

netenf pmseeumrcnnlfl Havg* nhfain e d a rnnvirrinn 
had. Oswald lived tn gran d trjfll. Of course. VQU ca n 
construct a conspiracy so large and competent that 
it can cover and exp lain all these facts, and you ran 
do so today, even with all the evidence accumulated 
by Mr. Posner and others. But even if you do so, it 
remains at best a hypothesis, without fleshly players 
or motivations. 

It is probably impossible to “prove” once and for 
all the Lone Gunman theory, though it remains pos- 
sible to disprove as impossible or implausible most 
of the competing theories. But, of course, there is lit- 
tle reason to prove or disprove any theories, since 
almost all the usual suspects in this crime of the cen- 
tury have long since answered to tribunals higher 
than that headed by Earl Warren. 

What there is reason to do is expose the bank- 
ruptcy of the conspiracy industry and the hidden 
political agenda that always drove it That industry 
exploited the Kennedy assassination, one of the great 
tragedies of American history, as cue of the last whip- 
ping boys of the Cold War, useful for claiming that 
Everything was America's Fault and that Commu- 
nism Never Hurt Anybody. It is entirely fitting that 
in the aftermath of the Cold War, that industry, like 
the political mythology on which it was founded, also 
has gone bankrupt 
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